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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	This is an important contribution because :

-It provides insights into alternative strategies for improving plant tolerance to salinity, which is a major challenge in agriculture.                                                                                                -The study aligns with current research on sustainable solutions for enhancing crop productivity in saline environments.                                                                                             --It adds to the body of knowledge on plant-microbe interactions and their role in stress tolerance.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	No
Enhancing Salt Tolerance in Origanum majorana Through Association with Halophyte Plants: A Sustainable Approach
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.


	The abstract covers key elements but could be more structured to enhance readability. It should begin with a clear problem statement to establish the study's relevance. Additionally, more details on the methodology, including the experimental design and treatment conditions, should be provided to offer a comprehensive understanding of the research approach. The key findings should be presented with precise quantitative results to ensure clarity and scientific rigor. Finally, a stronger concluding statement is needed to highlight the significance of the study and its potential implications. 

Improvement:

Eliminate background information that is not directly relevant to the study’s objectives. Ensure that the abstract remains clear and accessible by avoiding unexplained technical jargon.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The introduction provides relevant background information ; however, it is disorganized and difficult to read. 

The literature review lacks structure, with randomly placed references that do not clearly support a coherent argument, and the research gap is not explicitly stated. 

In the Materials and Methods section, grammatical issues hinder readability, and the methodology is not well-structured, making the text overwhelming. Additionally, the statistical analysis is not well justified, with insufficient details on replication and result comparison. 

The Results and Discussion section is difficult to follow due to grammatical errors, and some key findings are not interpreted scientifically. 

The discussion lacks depth and should provide a structured comparison with previous studies, while some references are randomly placed, disrupting the flow of ideas. 

In terms of Tables and Figures, some tables contain unnecessary details, making them overly complex, while figures are not properly labeled and require appropriate titles and captions. 

The Conclusion does not mention any practical applications, and the writing remains vague, lacking a clear and impactful take-home message.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	- Relevance and Structure : Some references appear randomly placed, disrupting the logical flow of the discussion. They should be better integrated to support specific arguments rather than being included without clear justification.

- Recency: The manuscript relies on some outdated references, which may not reflect the latest advancements in the field. Incorporating more recent studies (published within the last five years) would strengthen the scientific credibility of the work.

- Sufficiency : Certain claims, particularly in the discussion, lack proper citations. Additional references should be provided to support key findings and comparisons with previous studies.

- Formatting and Consistency : References must be formatted according to the journal's guidelines
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	The paper contains severe grammatical errors and unclear sentence structures, making it difficult to understand. There is an overuse of commas and run-on sentences, along with repetitive ideas in multiple section. Additionally, informal and vague terms such as "super effect" or "huge scale" should be replaced with precise scientific language for clarity and professionalism.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
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